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I. 

My proposed area of study for doctorial research 
centers on the Executive Sessions of the Warren Commission. 

At the outset, it should he understood that this work is 
not intended to dwell on the assassination of President 
Kennedy. Rather, the primary focus of my work will he to 
investigate the relationships between a fact-finding ^ 
commission, the government that creates it and the larger 
political sphere which envelops them both. The purpose, of 
such investigative committees-”to ascertain, evaluate, and 
report on”* the facts-implies an autonomy, isolation and 
freedom to pursue the truth which often belies the actual 
outcome. This discrepancy may be accounted for by realizing 
that a committee can be no more autonomous or isolated than 

its creators. 

The particulars of such a discrepancy may be viewed 
as tie result of varied and complex Interactions between 
the commission and the appolntere (be it a person or a nation) 
on the one hand, and the appolnter and the larger political 
Climate on the other. These interactions define the 
relationships which I find significant in assessing the 
political place of a fact-finding commission in a crisis 
situation, for better or worse, the political place of 
such a commission in turn does much to define the "facts" 
which are found, lor this reason. 1 will use scrutiny of 
the products of the Warren Commission (the Executive Session. 
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and the Warren Report) as a tool to assess the relationship 
in which the Commission stood to the office of the Presidency 
the United states and the international sphere. Utilizing 
the transcripts of the Executive Sessions and pert*inent 
supporting materials, my study will examine these Commission 
meetings, compare the members ' private deliberations with 
their public statements as well as with the Warren Report 
itself and newly available evidence. It will try to make 
more compheneible the interaction of the Commissioners 
individually as well as with the Commission staff and 
other government agencies during a period of potential 
political instability, a time when the legitimacy of the 
new administration had yet to be established. This completed 
analysis will then direct the study to those areas in need 
of explanation- the "whys" of e.g., the commission's method 
of investigation, contradictions, inclusion or exclusion 
of evidence, etc. The solutions to which, I suggest, might 
most profitably be sought in the larger political sphere 
and understood as a function of the commission's relationship 
to that sphere. 

Relevant historical documentation (tentatively specified 
in the following section) of the period will serve as my 
data for the latter portion of the study, which will be. 
the explicit .attempt at piecing together the network of 
relations between the international sphere, the United 
f'tates and the Warren Commission. it is my contention 
that given an understanding of these relationships, we can 
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look at the products of the Warren oommiseion and realize 
that we could not have expected otherwise. That is to 
r.«y , xhe Executive Session transcripts and A'arren Report 
were as much a product of this complex political situation 
as a the Warren Commission itself. 

II. 

r 

The research for my study is based on a number of 
sources. First, for a general understanding of the back- 
ground and events of the Kennedy era, I will rely on the 
established writing from that period-i.e. the work of 
Sorenson, Hillsman, f chlesinger , etc. 

Another source will be the transcripts of the thirteen 
Executive seesions , which were obtained from the government 
by Harold Weisberg. At the moment, I only have access to 
the transcripts of eleven sessions. 1 do, however, expect 
a favorable ruling in a case now pending (CA75-144S) on the 

m ay 19 and June 23 sessions. 

A third source will be the barren Commission Keport 
as well as the twenty six volumes of published testimony 
and exhibits, nelated to this source but not included in 
the published material are the investigative reports of 
various governmental agencies as well as the working 
papers of the Commissioners and their staff, which are 

in the National archives. In addition, through the 
interert of Harold .Veisberg, I have access to the private 

papers and corresoondenee of the late senior Senator 



from Georgia, Richard Russell, the chief dissenter within 
the Commission. 

A fourth source of material results from the government’s 
own investigation of the intelligence agencies. lhe fifth 
volume of the Church Committee's Final Report is an 
especially enlightning source of information on governmental 
operation during a period of stress. 

heedless to say, I do not plan to limit my research 
to the four major sources mentioned above, I do, however, 
believe that they form a firm basis for a beginning and a 
framework for my dissertation. 

III. 

A large number of books and articles have recently 

appeared on the Kennedy assassination . In this next section 

1 shall try to show how ray proposed study differs from work 

already done on the subject. 

lossibly the best known book on the assassination and 

its aftermath is Mark Lane's Rush to Judgment . In his book 
Lame is primarily interested in tearing apart the barren 
Report and establishing Oswald's innocence. Rarely, does 
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he mention the (/ommission^or the individual Commissioners , 
Kssentially, what Lane accomplished with his hook was the 
placing of all the Report’s points of conflict and existing 
rumors under one cover. Cn the other hand, possibly the 

least known and best book on the assassination is Sylvia 
Meagher’s Accessories After the ' 1 act . In a systematic 



manner, Mrs Meagher scrutinizes the twenty six volumes 
of testimony and exhibits, and contrasts the Commission’s 
own evidence with its Report. hut like Lane, Mrs Meagher 
is primarily interested in the Report itself, not in the 
workings of the Commission nor the environment in which 
it f unc.ti • ned . 

In contrast to these two books, Edward Epstein’s 
Inquest is concerned with the functioning of the Commission 
itself. Nut for Epstein, the Commission was its staff not 
the individual Commissioners. His particular focus is 
exrlaiaud t*.e iact that he relied heavily on material 
supplied to him by a junior staff member (W.J. Liebeler) 
for nis understanding of the Commission as the transcripts 
of the executive Sessions were classified at the time (1966). 
The material supplied by Liebeler was limited in that the 
staff was itself excluded from the Executive Sessions ana 
therefore could net have a complete picture as to wbat 
was going on. Consequently, the Commission which emerges 
from Epstein’s study is one functioning in a vacuum with 
little interaction in a greater political sphere. It is 
just the opposite position from what I hope to bring out 
in my study-i.e. the Commission was an integral part of 
the existing political system and could not function in a 
vac cum . 

No summary or evaluation of the assassination literature 
is complete without a consideration of the work of my friend 

Harold Meisberg. nis first three books in the Whitewash 

series are concerned with a systematic dissection of the 
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warren report and the suppression of certain points of 
evidence. The forth volume in the series deals with one 
of the executive Session transcripts and his attempts to 
secure its release from a classified status through a 
series of court actions. But tveisberg’s focus in whitewash 
IV is less on the transcript itself than on the government’s 
attempt to suppress its declassif ication . iost Mortem, 

V/eisbeg’s newest book, deals again with the subject of 
suppressed evidence. But his focus in this book is not 
with the transcripts. Instead, tfeisb^'s concern is in 
obtaining the medical evidence related to Kennedy’s death. 

ihere are numerous other works on the assassination 
aside from the ones discussed cbwve. Many of them verge 
on ridiculousness, others were written for the express 
purpose of cashing in on the interest in the Kennedy assassination* 
The books, which I have mentioned, are the best known in 
the field. what makes my study different from these books 
is the enlarging of focus from the Report or the Commission 
to the larger political environment. To my knowledge, no 
author has yet done this. 
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